From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:50:08 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 11:07:20 -0600
Message-Id: <950202172403_71333.144_DHQ58-1@CompuServe.COM>
From: don merz <71333.144@compuserve.com>
Subject: 2 Questions

Two questions on operating boatanchors:

1. I can't seem to find a definitive answer on matching impedance between
antenna and receiver. Is it worth the effort to try to match my 50 ohm
antenna to my 300 or more ohm receiver inputs? Does the loss from inserting
the matching device outweigh the gain from getting a good match? What about
a close match?--suppose I use an old CATV transformer to match the 300
to 75 ohms--is that an improvement? If so, an improvement in what--signal
strength?

2. I run all my gear on a bodacious variac that followed me home (very)
late one night. I have it set at 110v. Is that too low?



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Feb  3 00:51:21 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 21:53:48 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502022118.A4094-0100000@ozarks>
From: "C. Frank Gilmore" <fgilmore@ozarks.sgcl.lib.mo.us>
Subject: Re: 2 Questions




On Thu, 2 Feb 1995, don merz wrote:

> Two questions on operating boatanchors:
> 
> 1. I can't seem to find a definitive answer on matching impedance between
> antenna and receiver. Is it worth the effort to try to match my 50 ohm
> antenna to my 300 or more ohm receiver inputs? Does the loss from inserting
> the matching device outweigh the gain from getting a good match? What about
> a close match?--suppose I use an old CATV transformer to match the 300
> to 75 ohms--is that an improvement? If so, an improvement in what--signal
> strength?

Don't have my calculator handy Don but there is a substantial loss when 
an impedance is mismatched 300 to 75 ohms.  It would show up in degraded 
sensitivity on the higher freqs...mostly above 14 mhz.  An old CATV xfrmr
would do nicely do bring it down.

> 
> 2. I run all my gear on a bodacious variac that followed me home (very)
> late one night. I have it set at 110v. Is that too low?
> 

For the sake of all components, especially tube filaments, 110 vac is 
about right.  Have known people who firmly believed in 120 vac but the 
miniscule gain in transmit power would be more than offset by decreased
tube life.

In fact as some strains of tubes become more and more scarce I might be 
tempted on receivers especially to drop another few volts but then the 
power transformers start heating up trying to maintain full load.

You have probably seen the umpteen mods that are appearing on some of the 
FIDO echoes about dropping the voltage on solid state handies and scanners 
to extend the life of LCD panels.  While I have not experienced some of 
the problems the fellows are talking about it does make me more aware of 
what difference a half volt can make on solid state and a few volts can 
make on our BAs!

73, de Frank K0JPJ ex-W5PVX ...-.-


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:04:11 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 17:35:49 -0600
Message-Id: <199502021852.KAA11600@ix3.ix.netcom.com>
From: jlockwd@ix.netcom.com (Jim Lockwood)
Subject: ? 371B tubes and 805 tubes

Hi gang,

I have found a couple of unmodified :-) 371B tubes and a pair of 805 
tubes that I didn't know I had.  These are monstrous bottles, but they 
leave me puzzled.

First, the 371B looks like a rectifier, but I can't find any data on it 
in my RCA power tube book, my GE tube book, or my ARRL handbooks.  If 
anyone has info on its operating specs, I'd be grateful for the 
information.

Second, the 805 tube has a large graphite anode, larger I believe than 
that of a 572B.  Yet, my ARRL handbook lists the plate dissipation of 
the 805 at 125 Watts while the smaller 572B can endure 160 Watts.  Watts 
going on here?  It occurs to me that the 572B ratings may be ICAS while 
those of the 805 might be CCS.  But that't the only explanation I've 
thought of.   Any ideas, gang?

73,

Jim - km6nk


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 22:04:29 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 19:16:31 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502021756.A14030-0100000@mm1001.theporch.com>
From: Kevin J Pease <kevin@mm1001.theporch.com>
Subject: Re: ? 371B tubes and 805 tubes



Kevin J Pease
WB0JZG Mt Juliet, TN.
mm1001.theporch.com

On Thu, 2 Feb 1995, Jim Lockwood wrote:
> 
> Second, the 805 tube has a large graphite anode, larger I believe than 
> that of a 572B.  Yet, my ARRL handbook lists the plate dissipation of 
> the 805 at 125 Watts while the smaller 572B can endure 160 Watts.  Watts 
> going on here?  It occurs to me that the 572B ratings may be ICAS while 
> those of the 805 might be CCS.  But that't the only explanation I've 
> thought of.   Any ideas, gang?
> 
Acording to my 1962 RCA Transmitting tube manual an RCA 805 has a CCS 
power disipation of 125 watts. They do not list an ICAS ratting. The 572 
B is too new for my tube manual. however my 1962 ARRL Handboot lists the 
805 at 125 watts and the 572 at 150 watts which would appear to be CCS 
rattings I would not be suprised to see the 572b tratted at 160 watts CCS.


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:45:43 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:56:44 -0600
Message-Id: <"Macintosh */PRMD=MOT/ADMD=MOT/C=US/"@MHS>
From: Scott_Johnson-AZAX60@email.sps.mot.com
Subject: Aircraft on BA? Not!


                      Subject:                              Time:  10:09 AM
  OFFICE MEMO         Aircraft on BA? Not!                  Date:  2/2/95
I was reamed several times about my mail volume, and not editting replies to the 
list, but it seems to me that we have seiously digressed in the past weeks.  
There are a zillion aircraft subjects on the net, use them!
I love airplanes, and love to fly (I do it in the ANG) but twelve of the 36 
messages I had this AM were about aircraft!  Do take it elsewhere, for the sake 
of those who pay for their mail volume.
                                  73, Scott KC7BGE


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 11:20:22 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 07:57:05 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021439.AA111158@csemail.cropsci.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@csemail
Subject: Re: ARC-21 & ARC-65 (was ART-13)

> 
> The AN/ARC-21 was used with B-52 and C-130 aircraft.  It was replaced
> with the AN/ARC-65 which was also aboard C-135 and KC-135's.
> 
> 73 de Jack
> 

If my memory chips are not too faulty.  I think after the ARC-65 we
had AN/ARC-58's in the B-52's and KC-135's.  I vaguely remember
something about the ARC-65 only having a 20 channel control head
because it had to be set in some way before preflight, while the
ARC-58 had continuous coverage.  There was a little panel in the
control heads that had a stick-like tool of some sort that the
electronics folks would dittle with.  I seem to remember the electronic
shop boys removing the round tubs of the ARC-65's and replacing
them with the rectangular boxes of the ARC-58's at some time, but
that was long, long ago, and I was not too sharp then.  I do remember
waltzing through the electronics shop one time to check on something
they were supposed to be fixing for us, and the fella in the shop
threw me a couple of pulled tubes out of the rig --- my first intro
to 4CX250F's --- there were three of them in the final.  I always wanted 
one of those when they came out surplus, but never saw but one so far
that was complete with control head and the interconnecting cables
and  connectors (a must-must-must have to work).  It was fun to sit
on the flight line and dial up BBC exactly from the cockpit whilst
we were running power-on with the old aircraft engine driven MG sets.
Reception on it was much better than on my pet Halliscratchers in the
the barracks, in those ancient days.   Even on the flight line that
funky 7 foot long pole sticking forward out of the top of the vertical
fin worked extremely well on reception.  Gee, that was almost exactly
30 years ago......  I AM getting to be an olde pfarte..... (:+}}.....

73/Bob/NA4G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:26:15 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:16:26 -0600
Message-Id: <199502021614.KAA08680@uro.theporch.com>
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@huachuca-emh8.army.mil>
Subject: Re:  ARC-21 & ARC-65 (was ART-13)

According to my reference, Bob is right on about his recollections of
the ARC-65 and ARC-58.  The '65 did have 20 preset channels over the
range of 2-24 MHz.

The ARC-58 had it over the '65 in that it directly tuned the entire
range of 2-30 MHz in 1 KHz steps.  The '58 also had a built-in automatic
antenna tuner, which the '65 didn't.  The AN/ARC-58 was used with
B-52, C-135, and KC-135 aircraft.  Interesting to note that some of
these aircraft lasted MUCH longer than did the electronics!

73 de Jack

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:32:46 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 11:46:30 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021831.AA111942@csemail.cropsci.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@csemail
Subject: Re: ARC-21 & ARC-65 (was ART-13)

> Thanks.  Yeah, the ARC-21 was made by RCA, which was a bad sign right there.
> Then was worked over into the ARC-65 for SSB.  I still think those sets should
> win the Rube Goldberg award.  And I remember an AF officer telling me they
> had been the subject of a congressional investigation.  No doubt the ARC-58
> made by Collins was much better from the word go.

Rube would have chuckled, for sure.

I don't remember the particulars of the investigational points, but
the -21 and the -65 all used those gawdawful submini RCA tubes that
were hell to work with.  I did scare up manuals for the 21 and 65
at one point in time, and did  pick up a loose control  head, just
in case a rig came rolling by.  My problem would be to  find  the 
400hz input.  There was a 3 dynamotor power supply that could be
used, although I never saw one on our birds, that would be ideal
for ham use because it could run on 28vdc and had one rotary
converter on the chassis for 400hz generation.

But, in all my years, I have never seen enough of the RCA subminis
to even begin to retoob one if it ever needed it.  As I remember it,
RCA was the only source of those submini tubes.  Bad...

The 58 was nice, but all of our control heads had ssb and am only.
They were nice SWL rigs, for the mechanics at off hours.
For some reason they did not issue our birds the heads with
CW or RTTY modes.  Maybe those went into the hog-noses (special
KC/EC-135's with electronics countermeasures and command and control
aboard).

My experience has been that the control heads went one way, the
interconnecting cables another, and the rigs finally somewhere else.

Yep, I would take the 58 over the 21/65 any day.

73/Bob/NA4G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 12:56:52 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 09:30:58 -0600
Message-Id: <199502021549.IAA20044@atd.atd.ucar.EDU>
From: owens@stout.atd.ucar.edu (Chip Owens)
Subject: ARC-5 accessory for sale

Hello,
I'm getting out of the ARC-5 collecting mode and am offering a
scarce item for sale. This is TEST UNIT, Receiver  pn. 7369.
made by Aircraft Radio Corp, Boonton, NJ. This is serial #3!
This is basically a metering and control panel for use in servicing
ARC-5 receivers. Overhauled at NAS Pensacola in 1982. Missing the
back cover plate but otherwise intact. $85

James Owens, NW0O
owens@stout.atd.ucar.edu

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 12:38:57 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 09:09:57 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950202102641.27390E-100000@access4.digex.net>
From: Tony Stalls <rstalls@access.digex.net>
Subject: ARLB011 Vanity call sign order

Date: Wed, 01 Feb 1995 19:01:40 EST
>From: w1aw@arrl.org
To: QST@arrl.org
Subject: ARLB011 Vanity call sign order

SB QST @ ARL $ARLB011
ARLB011 Vanity call sign order
 
ZCZC AG77
QST de W1AW  
ARRL Bulletin 11  ARLB011
>From ARRL Headquarters
Newington CT  February 1, 1995
To all radio amateurs 
 
SB QST ARL ARLB011
ARLB011 Vanity call sign order
 
''Vanity'' Call Sign Order Released
 
The FCC today released its Report and Order in PR Docket 93-305,
amending its rules to provide for a ''vanity'' call sign program.
The new rules are effective March 24.
 
Each new amateur station licensed by the FCC is assigned a unique
call sign through an automated process in accordance with the
sequential call sign system.  To accommodate requests for specific,
''vanity'' call signs, the Commission will use a series of four
''starting gates.''  Gate One will allow a previous holder of a call
sign to apply for that call sign or, where the holder is deceased, a
close relative could apply, even if he or she is not otherwise
eligible to hold the call sign.  Gate Two will allow Amateur Extra
Class licensees to apply.  Gate Three will allow Advanced Class
operators to apply; and Gate Four will open the system to any
licensee, including a club station license trustee applying for the
call sign of a deceased former holder.
 
The Commission will announce the opening of each gate by a Public
Notice.  The first gate will open as soon as the new application
form, FCC Form 610-V, is available and the Commission's licensing
facility is prepared to begin processing the applications.
 
The Commission said opening Gate One first to the small group of
eligible licensees will allow for validation of their procedures and
alert its staff to the need for adjustments.  The following gates
two through four will be opened sequentially ''at such times as it
is clear that the system is ready to accommodate more
applications.''
 
Applications will go to the Commission's contractor, Mellon Bank,
which will accept them in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.  They will be
processed ''in the order they are received at the processor's work
station.''
 
Applicants will be permitted to request call signs reflecting their
own or other call sign regions.
 
Except for a close relative applying for a deceased licensee's call
sign, or a club station trustee applying with the written consent of
a close relative of a deceased licensee, a vacated call sign will
not be assignable for a two-year waiting period.
 
For clubs, persons not already holding a club station license, as
trustee, must first apply for and receive a license before filing an
application for a vanity call sign.  FCC will begin accepting
applications for new club and military recreation station licenses
on the effective date, March 24.
 
The FCC set aside the one-by-one call sign block until the matter of
assignment of these calls could be addressed in a separate
proceeding.  The ARRL had requested allowance for assignment of
one-by-one call signs to special event stations of national
significance.
 
A 70 dollar fee (7 dollar annual fee, for a ten-year license term)
will have to be paid when requesting a new or renewed vanity call
sign.  The ARRL continues to work for legislation that will enable
the Commission to charge a one-time fee.
 
Copies of the Report and Order are available from League
Headquarters (SASE please).  Details to follow in QST.  
NNNN 
/EX



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:04:49 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 11:58:49 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950202125937.12651A-100000@access1.digex.net>
From: Tony Stalls <rstalls@access.digex.net>
Subject: Re: ARLB011 Vanity call sign order



On Thu, 2 Feb 1995, paul Veltman wrote:

> >  
> > A 70 dollar fee (7 dollar annual fee, for a ten-year license term)
> > will have to be paid when requesting a new or renewed vanity call
> > sign.  
> 
> Wise old political expert once told me "If you want to know the truth, 
> follow the 'grease'."  I guess the FCC figures that there are enough DF 
> hams out there that will want to pay $7 per year to become an "instant 
> old-timer".  That may net them some significant revenue bucks.  I wonder 
> if these fees go to the FCC budget or if they revert to the general treasury.

True and if the intent was to make money, I think they underestimated the
market value.  They should have charged at least $100.  Folks that want to
be (sic) "instant old-timers" will pay almost anything for the privilege. 
Why do you think they called it a "vanity" program?  ;^)

I haven't seen any official estimates as to what is being anticipated
beyond those projected for what amounts to the last two or so months of
FY-95.  According to what's stated in MD docket No. 95-3, there will be
approximately 2000 applicants during that period. 

In paragraph 27 of MD Docket No. 95-3, Assessment and Collection of
Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 1995, there is a proposal to reduce the
fee to $3 per year or $30 for the license term.  If the change is adopted,
the Commission is required to advise Congress after issuing the Report and
Order and then wait 90 days.  That would push any change up to at least
July.  Up until then, the $70 fee is in effect.  

Monies collected go into the general fund.

73,

Tony Stalls, K4KYO  
rstalls@access.digex.net


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:42:00 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:59:02 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502020905.A28680-0100000@netcom7>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: Re: ARLB011 Vanity call sign order

>  
> A 70 dollar fee (7 dollar annual fee, for a ten-year license term)
> will have to be paid when requesting a new or renewed vanity call
> sign.  

Wise old political expert once told me "If you want to know the truth, 
follow the 'grease'."  I guess the FCC figures that there are enough DF 
hams out there that will want to pay $7 per year to become an "instant 
old-timer".  That may net them some significant revenue bucks.  I wonder 
if these fees go to the FCC budget or if they revert to the general treasury.

73
Paul
WA6OKQ

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 23:02:30 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 19:51:30 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950203125334.5535D-100000@eram.esi.com.au>
From: Dave Horsfall <dave@esi.com.au>
Subject: Re: ARLB011 Vanity call sign order

On Thu, 2 Feb 1995, paul Veltman wrote:

> Wise old political expert once told me "If you want to know the truth, 
> follow the 'grease'."  I guess the FCC figures that there are enough DF 
> hams out there that will want to pay $7 per year to become an "instant 
> old-timer".  That may net them some significant revenue bucks.  I wonder 
> if these fees go to the FCC budget or if they revert to the general treasury.

This is pretty bizarre, from an Australian point of view...  We currently
pay $37/year for our licences, and callsigns are re-issued all the time.

-- 
Dave Horsfall (VK2KFU) | dave@esi.com.au | VK2KFU @ VK2AAB.NSW.AUS.OC | PGP 2.6
Opinions expressed are mine. | E7 FE 97 88 E5 02 3C AE  9C 8C 54 5B 9A D4 A0 CD


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:45:48 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 11:40:52 -0600
Message-Id: <199502021801.KAA18481@hobbes.UCSC.EDU>
From: haynes@cats.ucsc.edu (Jim Haynes)
Subject: Re: ART-13 et seq.

So what radios were used on the B-47s?

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 04:02:10 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 01:19:09 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502020800.A5855-0100000@inet.uni-c.dk>
From: MEC <danmec@inet.uni-c.dk>
Subject: Re: ART-13; Where used?

It was used by Scandinavian Airline System in the 1960's, but I am not 
sure in which aircrafts.
73 Rag OZ8RO


On Wed, 1 Feb 1995 TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu wrote:

> to: boatanchors@theporch.com
> 
> Hello Ed.
> 
>    I know for certain that ART-13 got used in B-29, B-50, B-36, and C-97. A
> good case can be made for it being aboard long range C-54s, and Navy PBY pat-
> rol aircraft (under the designation ATC). Conventional wisdom has it that the
> rig was de rigeaur in anything that had more than two engines (postwar), until
> it was replaced by the Collins 618 series in the mid '50s. Even after that it
> continued to soldier on in Reserve / Air National Guard heavies.
> 
>                                                           Tom, K9TA
> 
> 
> 
> 
> 

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 12:07:28 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 08:34:36 -0600
Message-Id: <3451@sat.ampr.org>
From: ki5sl@sat.n5lyt.ampr.org (Rick_Blank)
Subject: RE: ART-13; Where used?

In message <9502020039.AA12456@uvs1.orl.mmc.com> padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com writes:
> So now you need a place to put it ? Wonder if the one and only CX-99
> (biggest transport until the C-5 and the one and only) is still
> sitting in a Farmer's field outside Kelly in old San Antone.
> 
> 					Warmly,
> 						Padgett
> 
> 


-- 
Nope, the XP-99 is now sitting over on one of the pads where the B-52's, 
C-5A's, and other Air Force biggies get refurbished at Kelly Field....it 
was on static display for many years out in the open and looks it.... 


Rick Blank, KI5SL
ki5sl@sat.ampr.org
2223 Blanco Road
San Antonio, Texas 78212
end


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:24:50 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:04:10 -0600
Message-Id: <199502021601.KAA07790@uro.theporch.com>
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@huachuca-emh8.army.mil>
Subject: Re:  ART-13; Where used?

The ART-13A was also used with the B-58A.

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 03:03:44 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 00:20:07 -0600
Message-Id: <950202063249_72227.1640_EHM29-3@CompuServe.COM>
From: "David L. Stinson" <72227.1640@compuserve.com>
Subject: BC-375 SAFE AFTER ALL

I took another, closer look at the 
BC-375 diagram.  The B- lead does 
have a DC return path when unkeyed
through resistors 1115 and 1116,
so it isn't swinging in the wind 
like I thought.  My dad tried to 
tell me to read the book before 
opening my mouth!
     73 DE AB5S/7
     Dave Stinson 
     Lost Wages, Nevada


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 11:11:31 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 07:52:35 -0600
Message-Id: <m0ra209-00001gC@next3.acme.ist.ucf.edu>
From: clarke@acme.ist.ucf.edu (Thomas Clarke)
Subject: Booton160A

RF ammeter 1/2A full scale?

How accurate does it have to be?

I measured one of the little resistance strip/LCD ammeters/battery
testers that come free with AA Duracell batteries.  They are five ohms,
about 1/2 amp full scale.  You could make a little scale to put next
to the strip of LCD that turns yellow indicating what the current is. 

Looks like one of these things might work up to VHF.  I don't know 

what the battery testers that come with C and D cells measure, haven't
had a chance to test them.

Tom Clarke
(Awaiting Call Letters)

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 03:07:27 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 00:09:48 -0600
Message-Id: <950202062241_72227.1640_EHM29-1@CompuServe.COM>
From: "David L. Stinson" <72227.1640@compuserve.com>
Subject: COLLINS 17L3 SAVED!

Well, I should threaten to trash-can more
of my traders!  I got nearly a dozen 
letters about the Collins 17L3 transmitter!
With so many, I thought I'd reply to all here.

I'm presently working with a fellow Anchorite
to see if we can trade for a TU-5 tuning
unit, which will complete my BC-375.
I'm crossing my fingers!  If that doesn't 
work out, we'll go from there.
Perhaps Stephanie can draw another name.
Thanks folks!
     73 DE AB5S/7
     Dave Stinson 
     Lost Wages, Nevada


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 04:38:41 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 01:56:33 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502020105.A27181-0100000@ozarks>
From: "C. Frank Gilmore" <fgilmore@ozarks.sgcl.lib.mo.us>
Subject: Re: Comments on Collecting




On Wed, 1 Feb 1995, Gregory Raven Redi wrote:

> Greetings Boatanchorites-
> 
> The following letter was sent to me by Jim Musgrove K5BZH in response to some
> of the articles I had sent to him from the list (he does not have a net
>                       Getting Real
> Hi Greg,
> 
> These guys arguments and points make for wonderful reading and they certainly
> provide a lot of food for thought.
> 
> One thing most collectors fail, underline fail, to comprehend is that many hams
> modified equipment to improve its performance and in many cases to make it
> usable.  Everyone has simply been too hung up on the as original bit.  Its ok
> if
> we are merely preserving vintage equipment.  I thought we were into preserving
> amateur radio.
> 
> You and I have both seen many modifications that were poorly implemented and
> others that indicated the owner probably had a hard time with ohms law.  That
> was not always the case.  There was some wonderful modifications to the ARC5
> series that should be preserved.  I hope these don't get dumped.  Examples are
> the novice modifications, W2EWL's "Cheap and Easy SSB," and double sideband
> transmitters.  Don Stoner's "Novice Q5'er" was a nice conversion of the BC453
> for novice use.  Man these are part of our history.
> 
> The older military equipment did present problems for the modern hamshack of
> the
> fifties.  You think a BC610 didn't wipe out TV sets across the country?  Using
> it required modifications.


Jim made some excellent observations, some of which hit home with my 
modification experience.  I was "guilty" of putting a Q5er on a rather 
lame Hallicrafter SX-18 to make a usable receiver.  I modified a BC-610,
as did some other locals, to be driven by a 32V2 for DXing on 20 and 15.

On the flip side I had people trying to trade in gear they had butchered 
so badly it would have been impossible to resell in my store.  Remember the
rash of articles on seeing just how many mods could be put on an S-38C?  
Everything from S meters to antenna tuners.  I recall one that had eleven 
extra switches plus numerous jacks added to the front panel...plus a 
Lafayette mini S Meter.  

There is functionality mods that can make a problem disappear.  While I
love Viking IIs like their members of the family the stock keying will
not make friends or influence people.  Many mods were put out, some very
elaborate, so if you were using a V2 someone else in town could also 
operate CW at the same time...maybe even on the same band.  

A well done modification can be an asset even though it may 'destroy' the
historical accuracy of the radio.  But I would much rather see a BA being
used to someone's enjoyment than moldering in a garage because making a mod,
even a minor one, would destroy the originality.  

Even as I write this I am looking over at a HQ-110AC, one of the last 
made, that the first owner punched a small hole in the panel for some reason.
The next owner put a blob of epoxy in the hole after removing whatever 
mod was there....otherwise the receiver would be mint.  So I mumble every
time I try to decide what to do with it.

And don't forget the mods of necessity.  If you wanted to add a B & W 
51SB SSB adaptor to a Viking II the firm made a very nice, but involved
mod kit which added some jacks and put a push-pull switch on the front panel.
It was a reliable way to gain SSB at a fairly reasonable price and quite 
a few of the kits were sold.  

Just a few thoughts from someone who has seen the good and the really bad 
stuff that can be done to gear.  Always two sides to an issue.  My favorite
CW DXing receiver is a Drake R-4C with all the Sherwood and Sartori mods!
(I think it would take a year to put it back to stock!)

73, de K0JPJ ex-W5PVX ...-.-


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 10:52:16 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 07:49:43 -0600
Message-Id: <199502021405.GAA12591@ix2.ix.netcom.com>
From: jlockwd@ix.netcom.com (Jim Lockwood)
Subject: Re: Comments on Collecting

This gleeful talk of taking soldering iron to hand and altering vintage 
radios from the way they were originally designed just leaves me 
baffled.

At some point haven't you asked yourself why you are collecting and 
using vintage radios?  What kind of answer did you get back?  Was it 
something along the lines of "nostalgia", "recreating memories of a past 
era", "getting to own and use radios like I dreamed of as a kid", 
"discovering (or maybe remembering) how ham radio used to be"?  These 
are the answers I get.  I bet yours are similar.

So what does this longing for an earlier time mean?  What does it imply? 
 Well, to me it means that you use the radios as-is and you learn to 
view the design deficiencies, operational quirks, or endearing traits as 
part of the soul of the radio.  They give the old radio its personality, 
its character, and its charm.  To borrow an expression from the most 
recent QST, they let the radios "talk to you".  

Anybody can swap out enough components in a Viking to make the audio 
lose that distinctive "Viking sound".  But in doing so, the transmitter 
has lost some of its on-the-air identity.   You don't like the SSB 
reception in your SX-100?  Add a product detector to "modernize" it.  
And the radio has become just a bit more sterile for the change.  Uneasy 
because that HT-37 has a weak power transformer?  No problem, just slap 
in a Peter Dahl replacement and forget about it.  And the set has taken 
a step toward becoming an appliance.

No matter how many changes you make to an old radio, though, it's still 
an old radio.  It won't ever match the feature list of a modern set and 
probably can't be made to match the performance of a modern set.  If you 
accept this, then what is the point of attempting to make these old 
radios into things that they aren't and can't even hope to be?  

I just don't get it.

73,

Jim - km6nk
resident boatanchors curmudgeon


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 12:44:07 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 09:17:52 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021500.AA15156@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: Re: Comments on Collecting

Jim rites:
>This gleeful talk of taking soldering iron to hand and altering vintage 
>radios from the way they were originally designed just leaves me 
>baffled.

Saw somewhere that the mania for collecting is primarily an American
phlenenomum. Dunno about that but do know that everyone looks at their
hobby differently.

One group gives homage to factory evey night and views a particular make/
model/revision as the holy grail, perfection idealized. These are the people
who will start out with a radio that cost $50.00 or $150.00 when new
and spend ten times that amount "over-restoring" it to match their vision.

Then you have those whose idea of perfection is in performance. They will 
start with the best piece of everything, hand craft each part, and tweak
it within an inch of its life to be able to DX across the country on 500 mW.

Generally the first group has more money than the second and this fact is
not lost on vendors. Second each group wants to begin with a nice, stock
unit. The first since any change is horrifying, the second because any
change *they did not make themselves* is, by definition, wrong (not to say
they do not have their gurus as well - a change by XXXX is OK as long as
he/she/it/other did it personally).

Right now, the Antique radio hobby is just starting to catch on in popularity
as "new" is not necessarily viewed as "better" and Hollywood is subliminally
pushing "old is good".

As prices climb this will become even more apparent. Right now they are *low*.

Anateur radio is a lot like hot-rodding and for the same reason, to those
mechanically/electrically inclined, it feels good to design something
differnt and have it outperform the factory original. However, like
hot-rodding, it is not for those who mind getting dirty and doing a bit
of tweaking. More, it is also not for those who do not want to spend time
learning/studying/testing.

I enjoy learning/understanding how things work but many do not. People with
money (sucessful salesmen/doctors/lawyers/bankers/etc) who collect tend to 
be possessive rather than inventive. They want to say "look at what I have"
rather than "look at what I have done". Not going to go into deep
psychological thought (not licensed to do so) other than to say "those who
can, do".

I harbour a suspician (having the tendancy myself) that for a lot of us, part
of it is the ability to say "I can do more with my hands than you can with
your money, nyaaaah ! Personally, I enjoy taking something that was good
then and applying "if the factory had had what is available now...".

Bottom line: a true master craftsman is not afraid to "improve" things and
turn something that started out "good" and make it "great". For those very
few who can do this, the value of their devices, particularly if signed,
will go up (after they are gone - this is traditional with artists). Most 
make modifications by just tearing in, ripping out, and grafting at random 
because some book/friend/bystander said to. These will go down in value.

					Just some thoughts,
							Padgett

ps just had a case in point - sold a car this week and gave the purchaser
   a choice between a set of Pontiac Honeycomb wheels (factory and pretty
   but common, heavy, and easy to find) or a set of nice American Racing
   Torque-Thrust aluminum wheels of 1969 vintage that were on it. The buyer 
   took the Honeycombs and I was happy to keep the Americans. Who was right
   depends on where you happen to be standing.

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:15:09 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:12:47 -0600
Message-Id: <m0ra7dJ-000uMdC@twisto.eng.hou.compaq.com>
From: Dave=Sharp%Legal%Corp=Hou@bangate.compaq.com
Subject: Comments on Collecting


Bob,

EXTREMELY WELL PUT. 

but...

I still have to support the needs of those who do make kludgy / useless / 
worthless mods as you and I both know, we MADE some of those mods in the last 
half century or so. We learned, passed on the art, etc.

Your reference to the young'un is very appropriate HOWEVER...

You did say that "over there is..." and "over here is...", and "up here on 
this shelf is..."

That implies that SOME of the collectors will have one of everything, some 
will have only pieces, and still others will have just a mod'ed radio. All of 
the stuff will serve the future to show what was done in the past. All the 
pieces are important.

We certainly need a few folks to be the keepers of the flame (er make that 
firebottles) :) in pristine factory new shape. But like others have said, 
they need to OPERATE too!

This brings up an opportunity: to whit...

Does the Boatanchors list have a creedo? I mean a written one that folks 
could download and pass out to their friends, kids, etc.? Kind of a set of 
rules of thumb to use when considering the impact of a boatanchor decision.
I for one have gleaned quite a bit of interesting positional thoughts 
regarding old gear in the recent past from this list. My comments seem terse 
when compared to yours though although I thought I was being too wordy. I 
enjoyed yours more.

The MIL list is neat but it's be nice if all that work actually got combined 
into a spreadsheet to indicate just how much of something is STILL left and 
in what condition. The the users might have an idea if they are hacking up 
the last known P-51. Oh would that I knew... would be a cry of the past and 
someone that hacked on a Ranger II wouldn't get unduly chastized for chopping 
on a raggedy unit anyway.

What puzzles me is: If this list has 355 users, why do I see only about 30 of 
them active? I dunno...I'm sending in my money and taking my chances that the 
list will survive like the boatanchors we all enjoy. (in ALL their flavors).


Dave Sharp
Houston, Tx, USA


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:43:09 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 09:48:35 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021633.AA111491@csemail.cropsci.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@csemail
Subject: Re: Comments on Collecting --- Revisited

> 
>         Bob, 
>         I certainly enjoyed your discourse on non-invasive upgrading of
> ARC-5's.  A real keeper of a article. 

I get a bit high up on the stump now and then with a bit more than the
usual amount of discourse, but I try to be accurate as well as humorous,
and hopefully don't pee off too many folks.

>         I'd love to find a clean, unmodified set.  From your experience, do
> you believe--as I do--that such creatures are all but extinct?  I'd love to
> go QRP CW with a Command Set, but every transmitter or receiver I encounter
> at local hamfests or barn sales has been badly butchered. $5.00 for
> something unserviceable is no bargain. 

That depends.

Quite often the pieces that cover the ham bands are all but extinct.
Conversely, there are a fair number of the 4-5.3 and 5.3-7 rigs about
that were not used because they did not cover the ham bands, and instead
are sitting here and there.  These are the ones that one should probably
seek out, in my estimation.

It may be butchered, but if you can find a couple of butchered ones you
can often combine parts to make one relatively original.  All the parts
are essentially exactly interchangeable.  So, you can recreate a 3-4mhz
one for example out of a trashed 3-4mhz one and a couple of junked 4-5.3
sets.  Pick the best chassis to work with as the base, and recombine
the parts to make the original.  You will have to rerivet the nameplates
back on, when done, to make it the original nameplate, maybe, but i
would not consider that to be dishonest, as long as one knew that it
was rebuilt from parts from several units, and not pawned off as the
absolute original unit.  I have rebuilt several, and it is a viable
approach if you have the time and the schematics/wirings for them.

The receivers you have to take pot luck with, although almost all of
the parts are interchangeable.  The coils and I think a few of the
tuning capacitors are specific to particular models.  You can easily
reassemble coils from similar units to rebuild them.

>         I fear they have gone the way of English motorcyles of the 1960's
> where only "chopped" examples are the most commonplace. Are the only ones
> worth putting into service considered "collectable" and therefore rare and
> expensive? (Who would have believed that folks would someday covet VW
> Beetles--but look at some of the prices they now command!)   

Gee, where did that ``Featherbed Norton'' basket case go...... (:+{{.....
Probably went where my 48' Knuckle Harley went --- down the road with
the biker types.

Basically true.  Beetles motorcycles and boatanchors seem to have gone
the same generic route through time.

>         Also, are there any definitive publications or compilation of
> articles on the care and feeding of ARC-5's?  I would like to think that
> there's a pair in my future.

The best ones are the standard surplus conversion manuals.  I use them
now for getting back to original rather than converting.  I was also
lucky enough to find a naval aircraft radio training manual (all mimeo)
from wwII that has a bunch of good info, but alas,  previous owners have
stripped much of the important schematics out of it.  I find the big
blue covered surplus conversion manual to have the best schematics and
wiring diagrams for the originals.  The others are such fine print that
they are difficult for us myopic types to read..... or is that presbymyopic.

Most of the info is in those books.

I have never seen an original complete working set of manuals from
the army air corps service shops (depot level), but surely there 
still exists a copy or two somewhere.

The designated SCR-274-N instructional literature is ``(HMI) TO 08-10-50''.
The design standard SCR-274-N is dated ``20 Sep 40''.

I do have an official picture of the standard SCR-274-N configuration,
``RADIO SET SCR-274-N SHOWING INSTALLATION IN AIRPLANE FORWARD OF
REAR GUNNER'S POSITION''.  It shows on the top shelf to the right
the antenna relay/meter box and to the left the rack of three receivers.
On the lower shelf it shows to the left a rack of two transmitters,
and to the middle a single transmitter in rack and all the way to the
right the modulator.  It appears to be something like a divebomber
or small light bomber installation, but does not tell what exactly.

The AN/ARA-1 was the two receiver installation for navigational use.
It used the BC-453-B and BC-946 (BCST band rx) with a small compass
indicator box in the middle rack of a three receiver rack.

>                                                 --best regards, 73
>                                                   KB1AOC, Paul   

Likewise, Bob/NA4G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:07:33 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:14:16 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021824.AA16292@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: Re: Comments on Collecting --- Revisited

>Quite often the pieces that cover the ham bands are all but extinct.
>Conversely, there are a fair number of the 4-5.3 and 5.3-7 rigs about
>that were not used because they did not cover the ham bands, and instead
>are sitting here and there. 

True with anything: a lot of LeManses have become GTOs, Thunderbolt Triumphs
became Bonnevilles. Nothing wrong with upgrading as long as misrepresentation 
does not take place (shouldn't be a problem until price differentials become
significant.

>It may be butchered, but if you can find a couple of butchered ones you
>can often combine parts to make one relatively original.  All the parts
>are essentially exactly interchangeable.  So, you can recreate a 3-4mhz
>one for example out of a trashed 3-4mhz one and a couple of junked 4-5.3
>sets.  Pick the best chassis to work with as the base, and recombine
>the parts to make the original. 

Yup, jack up the radiator cap and roll a new car underneath.

>You will have to rerivet the nameplates back on, when done, to make it 
>the original nameplate, maybe, but i would not consider that to be dishonest, 
>as long as one knew that it was rebuilt from parts from several units, and 
>not pawned off as the absolute original unit.  

Here you are getting on real dangerous ground, particularly if serial numbers
are involved. When prices start going up (and they will) and five transactions
down the line someone cries "foul" and gets a lawyer, it can get messy as far 
back as previous owners can be traced. When I sell a "collector car", before
I accept any money, a paper is signed by the *buyer* setting out exactly
what is being purchased (with the original factory build sheet if possible)
and which I keep on file "just in case". Caveat y'all. 

>Gee, where did that ``Featherbed Norton'' basket case go...... (:+{{.....

Oh no, not another overlap (nobody mention "Ariel Square Four" or "BrouSup") 

>The others are such fine print that
>they are difficult for us myopic types to read.....or is that presbymyopic.

That is what copiers with 122% are for 8*). With the right fiddling often
illegible things become legible again. Next great leap will be 
combination FAX/Scanner/Copier/Laser Printer for $400.00. "These are the
good old days" (1967).
					Warmly,
						Padgett



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 23:04:42 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:16:07 -0600
Message-Id: <199502022234.PAA05307@atd.atd.ucar.EDU>
From: owens@stout.atd.ucar.edu (Chip Owens)
Subject: Don Merz

Don, email to your compuserve address bounced...
do you have another route?

James Owens, NW0O
owens@stout.atd.ucar.edu

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:25:47 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 11:30:10 -0600
Message-Id: <n1420403937.43816@cpqm.saic.com>
From: "Bob Scott" <Bob_Scott@cpqm.saic.com>
Subject: Drake TR7 for sale on AOL

Please respond to Jr5795@aol.com if interested in this.  Sounds a little too
good to be true to me, but then I might be confused on model numbers.

Subj:  HAM RADIO -NO TUBES, 120 WATTS        95-02-01 21:05:42 EST
>From:  Jr5795

DRAKE TR7 THE LAST OF THE DRAKE LINE BEAUTIFUL RADIO ALL TRANSISTOR, ALL BAND
COVERAGE INCLUDING 11 METERS AND 160 METERS , AM AND SSB AND CW WITH 20 AMP
POWER SUPPLY BEAUTIFUL RECIEVER LOW NOISE PASS BAND TUNING NOTCH FILTER AM
FILTER PICKS UP ALL GENERAL COVERAGE BANDS ALSO, INCL. EUROPEAN BROADCAST
BANDS LOOKING FOR $400,

       73,  Bob   AC4QO      Bob_Scott@cpqm.saic.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Feb  3 00:28:51 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 21:39:30 -0600
Message-Id:  <9502022132.aa20946@jackatak.theporch.com>
From: Fire Bottle archive handler <firebotl@jackatak.theporch.com>
Subject: ENOUGH already...

Gang-

PLEASE let us get back to baotanchors.

This list is absolutely *NOT* the right place for:

        ARRL Bulletins

        Aircraft discussions (unless it is totally incidental to a 
        firebotlle radio thread)

        Hot Rodding discussions

        Classic Car Concors D'Elegance

        *ANY* for of CW debate

        US regulations -- we have too many "off-shore" readers who
        not only don't give a damn, but get just a bit miffed at the
        parochial attitudes these topics engender

        Licensing.

This list *IS* the right place for discussions of radios (assuming a 
strong firebottle content), the discussion of collecting, using versus 
preservation, modifications, and the like.

There has been plenty of traffic that is "on topic", and plenty that 
is off. I do not want to spend tonight writing any more emails to 
individuals asking for cooperation in getting back on topic... As the 
Nike ad says: "Just DO IT!!!"
Thanks
--
73
Jack, W4PPT/Mobile (75M SSB 2-letter WAS #1657/#1789 -- both all mobile! ;^)
*               - - - BoatAnchor Mailing List Owner - - -                  *
| Jack GF Hill        |Voice: (615) 459-2636|             Ham Call: W4PPT  |
* P. O. Box 1685      |Modem: (615) 377-5980|  Bicycling and SCUBA Diving  *
| Brentwood, TN  37024|Fax:   (615) 459-0038|          Life Member - ARRL  |
* listown@jackatak.theporch.com-"Plus ca change, plus c'est la meme chose" *


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 11:40:06 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 08:33:25 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502020613.A14043-0100000@netcom10>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: FCC Gopher

Hi Gang,
I know this is off the subject, but did you guys know there is a FCC gopher?
On the gopher server I use at UC, it splits gopher sites out by state, 
and this one is in Washington DC.  There is not much traffic there that 
would be of interest to us, but it bears watching.

73
Paul WA6OKQ


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 11:42:37 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 08:15:46 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.05.9502020935.B6022-a100000@booz.bah.com>
From: k1zat@bah.com
Subject: Re: Free List


Dolly Parton got up on stage on time to accept an award at one of the
country music annuals.  She was wearing an tight dress that split as she
was going up.  Her statement was something like "10 pounds of sugar in a 5
pound sack doesn't work too good".  This fits what Jack and Phil are
seeing/doing.  You cant run 100 megs of data/email DAILY over a 28.8K SLIP
and expect everything to be peaches and cream. 

Maybe its time (shudder) to resurface the idea of taking BA to the USENET
newsgroup "domain" with an FTP archive; that's probably as close to a free
list we're gonna get. 

     jd



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:44:31 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:21:46 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502021100.B15541-0100000@indy1>
From: "Roberta J. Barmore" <rbarmore@indynet.indy.net>
Subject: Re: Free List



On Thu, 2 Feb 1995 k1zat@bah.com wrote:
> [...] resurface the idea of taking BA to the USENET newsgroup "domain" 
> [...] probably as close to a free list we're gonna get. 

   Unmoderated?  (Which is the only way it becomes any less work for Jack 
& Co.) The signal-to-noise may get pretty bad, even if you name it 
something that keeps the ijits away.  

   Rec.antiques.radio+phono does quite well, but there's still some amount
of QRM--and I think the "antiques" part of the name is all that keeps it
down that far, since it doesn't draw the interest of the wanna-be hackers,
utter fools, random Kibologists trolling for victims (if you don't know, 
don't ask--it's safer) and alt.syntax.tactical types as much as a 
"jucier" name.  Rec.amateur.boatnchors might not have as much luck--and 
count on commercial spillover and we're not talking handy lists from 
friendly fellow BA-preservers, not by the longest of shots.  

   H'mmm, rec.antiques.thermionic-RF-devices?   We'd still be better off 
with a mailing list!

   73,
   --Bobbi

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:33:40 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 12:03:48 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021819.AA10053@wrdis01.robins.af.mil>
From: lakeith@wrdis01.robins.af.mil (Larry Keith )
Subject: Re: Free List

In your message of  2 Feb 1995 at 0958 EST, you write:
>
> Maybe its time (shudder) to resurface the idea of taking BA to the USENET
> newsgroup "domain" with an FTP archive; that's probably as close to a free

Shudder is right!  I would druther stay right here in the low QRM part
of the usenet/internet/??net band.

I am one of the people who helped Jack decide to re-host this list.
During that period, our aim was to arrive at something that would
ensure that this mailing list would survive.  I think we have.  And, I
think that it is worth a few bucks, from my pocket, to help out with
the expenses. Like the local repeater, some will support it, and a lot
will use it. That's OK, as long as enough comes in to keep the system
running.

Like many of you, I was exposed to the internet because I have an
account on a machine hooked to the net.  At the moment, I still have
that access. But, I chose to also get an account with a commercial
provider because I don't expect this "free" stuff to last. So, I
figure that sooner or later, I will be paying for my connect time,
too. I may wince a bit when the bill shows up, but I will keep the
service because it is valuable to me. And, the greatest value that I
receive from my internet access is this mailing list.

If you want to start a newsgroup, please go ahead. I will probably
read it, if my site gets the feed. You don't need Jack's permission or
assistance to do that. But, as you have probably guessed, I am going
to also stay right here and I think a large number of you will, also.

Jack and Phil aren't bitching. Phil put out some money to keep this
thing going. I think he deserves some reimbursement.  But, there are
other ways to help. I think most of this has been covered, but let's
try to hit the highlights again.

1.  Avoid long posts (like this one).  Send stuff of enduring value to
Jack and let him set it up so that it can be retreived, as required.

2. Stay on topic.

3. Avoid overquoting.

4. Keep the good stuff coming so that we all want to see this thing
survive.. I think we do a pretty good job of that.  I read this list
at least twice each day..

73,

Larry Keith, KQ4BY  (lakeith@robins.af.mil)
Warner Robins, Georgia
How many more days 'til Dayton?

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 10:48:05 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 07:43:48 -0600
Message-Id: <950202135951_71333.144_DHQ64-3@CompuServe.COM>
From: don merz <71333.144@compuserve.com>
Subject: I HATE MODS

My reason for collecting is to experience radio the way that the original
users of the equipment experienced it. With that objective in mind, I 
HATE MODS. I spend lots of good time and money gettinga dn keeping everything original.
Most of the restoration work I do is not focused on undoing years of use--
it's focused on correcting well-meaning abuse. I have seen one or two sets
that could not be restored to original condition because the cost was simply 
too high. But almost all mods can be undone and should be IMHO.

"mods are okay if they're documented." Crap! The unit changes hands, the
circuit goes poof and troubleshooting now requires three times the skill
that it would have if the schematic and voltage charts still made sense.
And--sad news--our collective Hollow State skills are not improving--they're
declining. So the unit goes on the shelf, considered unfixable and 
eventually becomes junk.

If you want a radio that performs differenctly than the one you have, sell 
yours and buy one with the performance that you want. The same is true
for appearance. But please do not modify the set.


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:15:28 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 17:52:04 -0600
Message-Id: <F22F2314.F22F2329@mail.admin.wisc.edu>
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu
Subject: Mustang Radios

to: boatanchors@theporch.com

   In reference to an inquiry re. P-51 electronics:

   For the D model + K model (i.e., Texas built version of the D), the VHF comm
set was the ubiquitous SCR-522 (incidentally, another British design built in
the U.S.). There was a set described in the pilot's manual as a "Detrola"; it
is essentially a 200 - 400 KHz receiver. I don't know if it had direction
finding capability; more likely it was intended for (A) flying the old "A / N"
radio range system, and (B) for receiving the old 278 KHz control tower broad-
cast frequency. Also included was a "tail end Charlie" set; a crude radar that
covered your rear in case of attack. I believe this was called an APS-13, but
I'm not certain on that nomenclature (I don't have my pilot's handbook handy).

                                                           T.

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 03:16:01 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 00:26:40 -0600
Message-Id: <199502020642.AAA24223@zoom.bga.com>
From: Henry van Cleef <vancleef@bga.com>
Subject: Mustangs and Packard Twelves

At the risk of someone getting all warped out of shape over talking
airplanes in a radio group, there are a few things that are very
little-known about Merlin engines and what they went into.  

In 1940, the British, with the blessing of the US government,
approached Ford about putting the Merlin in series production in the
US.  Ford frittered around with it for a while, tried casting some
crankshafts, and didn't do very much.  The British then went to Packard
Motor Car Company, which just happened to have more in-house
engineering that the other auto makers.  What Packard had to do to get
the thing in series production was a fairly hefty redesign.  A few
points:

1.  Made an accurate working drawing set.  Rolls could not furnish one,
and what drawings they did furnish were first-angle projection.  US
standard is third-angle projection.

2.  Put manufacturing tolerances to allow interchangeable assembly and
sparing.  Rolls employed an army of custom fitters to file and tweak
parts to make them fit.  

3.  Designed a set of "unified" fastener standards allowing screw
threads cut on either British or US machinery to mate properly.  

4.  Made the cylinder heads detachable from the water jackets to
improve casting reliability.  

5.  Redesigned the reduction gears for reliability.  

Rolls ended up adopting some of Packard's design changes.  Rolls
engines went into Spitfires, Hurricanes, and Lancaster bombers.  The
Packard engines, which were always called "Merlins" and acknowledged
Roll's original design---particularly the advanced two-speed
supercharger.  The Packard engines went into Mustangs, one production
run of P-40's, and DeHavilland Mosquitoes (built in Canada).  

The first production run of Packard-powered Merlins was a canopy model;
think it was the B (too lazy to check my references).  The D was a
redesign with a bubble canopy and a different landing gear, and was the
bulk of P-51 production.  The Allison V-1710, which was a completely
different engine, was a robust engine, but was intended to be used with
turbocharging, as in the P-38, the only really successful twin-engine
fighter of WWII.  Had the P-39 been built as a 5000 lb. fighter with a
turbocharger, as was the prototype, the US would have had a genuine
Zero-killer in 1941.  

Not sure what P-51's had for radios in 1944, in terms of nameplate
identification.  As I recall, they had a 4-channel VHF comm. set and
IFF, and an LF/MF ADF of some sort.  
-- 
***********************************************************
Hank van Cleef  vancleef@bga.com  vancleef@tmn.com
***********************************************************


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 02:08:33 1995
Date: Wed, 1 Feb 1995 23:21:48 -0600
Message-Id: <F21K4638.F21K4649@mail.admin.wisc.edu>
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu
Subject: P-51 Lore

to: boatanchors@theporch.com

Greetings.

   I've seen more than a few comments here re. P-51 Mustangs recently, and I
think a bit of background on this fabulous warbird is in order; sort of a def-
ence of the Auld Lady's honor.

   Re. Allison powered Mustang: according to most sources, the Allison powered
jobs weren't really dogs. The problem was that the Allison powerplant wasn't
supercharged. It could more than hold it's own, but only to about 20,000 feet;
above that, church was out. Because of this, the pilots of the RAF referred to
them as "The Downstairs Maids". This wasn't as much of a problem as it seems
tho, since the early models were not meant as air superiority fighters. They
were mostly photo recon birds and ground attack fighters.

   The Rolls-Royce "Merlin" powered Mustangs were not so much the product of
RAF / Air Ministry hotrodding, as the notion of an American diplomat / pilot
named Thompson. He was in England in the days of U.S. neutrality, and he was
shown all sorts of unofficial courtesies by the RAF (like, permitted to go
along in a Spitfire on RAF training missions), and later permitted to join
the Eagle Squadron (American volunteers in the RAF), in hopes of cultivating
him as a diplomatic asset in dealing with the U.S. government.

   Thompson was credited with selling the Air Ministry on the idea of building
Merlin engine mounts for two P-51A's at the Farnborough experimental station,
and operating them as a research project.

   The resulting 50% or so increase in horsepower, plus turbocharging, result-
ed in a real fire breather of an airplane which was capable of walking away
from a Spitfire at 40,000 feet! It wasn't as easy (or pleasurable) to fly as
the old Allison powered jobs, but it could easily make mincemeat of the ME-109
(the Spit and -109 were pretty close to perfectly matched opponents).

   Ironically, Thompson was killed by his creation; he lost it in a Merlin
powered Mustang on a landing, and plowed in. Small wonder; a Merlin Mustang
had such an overabundance of power that it was common practice in American
pilot training to instruct students to climb to 10,000 feet or so, throttle
back, and set up the airplane as if he were landing. Then, cram on full power,
all 61 inches of manifold pressure. The result was an uncontrollable barrel
roll, caused by engine torque!

   BTW, the Merlin powered American versions were NOT powered by Rolls Royce
engines. The Packard Motor Car Company set up an assembly line in Detroit that
turned out their version of the engine, the "Packard / Merlin". The American
Merlin versions started with the P-51D (the first of the series with the
well known "bubble" canopy. Previous versions used a "greenhouse" canopy like
the P-40, or the British designed "Malcolm Hood"). Before the "D", the Army
Air Corps flew an Allison powered dive bomber version of the Mustang called an
A-36.

   That'll teach ya; NEVER get an airplane nut started!!!

                                                      Tom, K9TA

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 12:01:01 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 08:25:28 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021432.AA14994@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: RE: P-51 Lore

Tom rites:
>   The resulting 50% or so increase in horsepower, plus turbocharging, result-
>ed in a real fire breather of an airplane which was capable of walking away
>from a Spitfire at 40,000 feet! It wasn't as easy (or pleasurable) to fly as
>the old Allison powered jobs, but it could easily make mincemeat of the ME-109
>(the Spit and -109 were pretty close to perfectly matched opponents).

Fact is that for competion (either around pylons or cannon shells) you
do not want something that is "easy to fly" since the characteristics that
make a plane (or automobile or whatever) "forgiving" also make them 
unresponsive to control input. Modern fighter aircraft are designed "unstable"
and often require computer augmentation to fly/drive in a straight line. They
WANT to turn/climb/dive. Add in force vectoring and things really get hairy.

In stock car racing, a car that has mild oversteer characterisics is faster
but much more exhausting to drive than one that pushes. The best autocross
car I ever had (car always won, driver sometimes lost) was almost undrivable
on the street but it had real four wheel steering e.g. rear wheel drive and 
grossly overpowered. In combat "nice" is not a survival factor.

						Warmly,
							Padgett 

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 02:37:33 1995
Date: Wed, 1 Feb 1995 23:48:02 -0600
Message-Id: <199502020559.VAA22366@netcom2.netcom.com>
From: rmccarty@netcom.com (roger mccarty)
Subject: Plate choke needed/Viking II

Hi, Roger here.

Anybody got a hulk Viking IIthat would be willing to let go of a plate choke?

Advice as to where I might get one?

Thanks in advance

Roger KD6CC


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:00:09 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:19:17 -0600
Message-Id: <"d09T'b'000000000*"@MHS>
From: RICHARD_HUMPHREY@hp5200.desk.hp.com
Subject: RE: Purism vs.....

Different folks indeed sez different things.  Here's my 2p:

I didn't learn electronics and radio, and get an Advanced class
license to then settle for being an appliance operator and part
time museum curator.

While I agree that it's no longer acceptable (*) to convert an ARC-5
to an SSB XCVR, if I can plug something into the NBFM socket of my
HRO-50 to make it receive SSB without sounding like slop-bucket, or
indeed plug in a sync detector for much better AM detection, then do
it!  I get the dual advantage of modern performance done on a classic rig.

I won't cut holes in front panels, or do irreversible destruction,
but just because it says National or Johnson or Collins on the front,
doesn't mean it was flawless when they finished with it.
All those companies did bonehead things from time to time.

(*) It may have been fine in the context of the 50's to try something
as amazing as this conversion.  I'm not a historical revisionist, so
no comment as to whether it was acceptable then or not, particulary as
viewed from today.  I am sorry that a lot of those old rigs got trashed
back then, simply because it means less around for us to play with.

It's a ham tradition to tinker.  I think that's how we got here in the
first place!  I pledge to preserve and promote BAs.  I also intend to
preserve the tinkering tradition.

73
Richard
N6NAE

(Gotta work on that Extra.  Is W6BA taken?  W6HRO?  Oops, left coast bias.
 All proper ham calls start with a W followed by a 6.  At least that's
 what I learned growing up around here!  W6AM?  No, some calls should be
 retired to the callsign hall of fame.)

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 20:59:34 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:09:26 -0600
Message-Id: <MAILQUEUE-101.950202161813.384@vilas.uwex.edu>
From: "Terry O'Laughlin"  <OLAUGHLIN@vilas.uwex.edu>
Subject: Re: Purism? Get Real!

> Reverence, the Pieta, and other nuances aside, we need to keep some
> frame of reference about what things we are playing with.

Agreed.  Wanna hear about my buddy who waxes the cabinet on his
Knight Star Roamer every month and has a custom plastic dust cover for
it?

73s     Terry O'     WB9GVB

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:33:46 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:35:22 -0600
Message-Id: <F22I3040.F22I3054@mail.admin.wisc.edu>
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu
Subject: Q-5er RX IF Cans wanted

to: boatanchors@theporch.com

Greetings, Troops.

   I find myself in need of a set of plug-in IF transformers from the old
Q-5er (BC-455??? The long wave "Command" receiver). If necessary, I'll buy
a whole "parts" receiver, as long as the IF cans are there.

   I have a complete receiver in beautiful shape, and would rather NOT cut
it up to get parts for an experiment!

   If you've got such an item, send me a message.

                                                 Tom, K9TA (WI)
                                                 tom.a.adams@mail.admin.edu

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:26:57 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:31:59 -0600
Message-Id: <2F314C16@MSMGATE.TRACOR.COM>
From: "Kasprzyk, Emil" <EFK@eng2.tracor.com>
Subject: RE: R-390A Users Survey, pls respond.


Capehart, contract 21582-PC-61,  serial 285.     Emil F. Kasprzyk, KC5IZ
 ----------
>From: boatanchors
To: Multiple recipients of list
Subject: R-390A Users Survey, pls respond.
Date: Thursday, January 05, 1995 7:33PM

As I mentioned in an earlier post, I am compiling census of R-390A's
owned by the BA list readers.

I plan to poll the BA'ers about once a week for a month, or until
I've gotten all input from you that I'm gonna get.

After the input is in, I will post the results to the list,
and hopefully Terry will have new info on contracts and numbers.

So, if you own one or more R-390A's, please go take a peek at
it (them) and then reply to me with this information.

1) maker (EAC, Motorola, etc)
2) contract number (63-PH-54 for ex)
3) serial number of the frame (front tag)
4) any unusual features (dynamotor, frequency shield, etc)

Reply here, and thanks,

de tom n5off%w5ddl.aara.org@usl.edu



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 12:32:19 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 09:12:11 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021529.AA13985@CS1.sequoia.com>
From: "davidk@sequoia.com" <davidk@CS1.sequoia.com>
Subject: Ranger and Valiant mods request

	If you have any known good or proven mods for the Ranger I, II
and Valiant II please send them to me.  There are alot of people
with these rigs so I will compile the mods and possibly get them
archived, in FAQ or offer them here on this list.  

	BTW I tried to mail the person who has been talking of FAQ's
here on boatanchors 3 times and his system rejects the mail for 
not knowing his mail name.  

-- 
David Kirkpatrick N1RBM, Sequoia Systems, Marlboro, Ma
davidk@sequoia.com 

     

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:59:42 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:40:34 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502020940.C4784-0100000@thelair.zynet.com>
From: johnb@thelair.zynet.com
Subject: Re: Ranger and Valiant mods request


	You mean ME? :-)

	I can be reached at the address below (and depending on your mailer,
	above!)

	73!
	/john




 John M. Brewer	  wb5oau		 
 johnb@thelair.zynet.com                  
On Thu, 2 Feb 1995, davidk@sequoia.com wrote:

> 	If you have any known good or proven mods for the Ranger I, II
> and Valiant II please send them to me.  There are alot of people
> with these rigs so I will compile the mods and possibly get them
> archived, in FAQ or offer them here on this list.  
> 
> 	BTW I tried to mail the person who has been talking of FAQ's
> here on boatanchors 3 times and his system rejects the mail for 
> not knowing his mail name.  
> 
> -- 
> David Kirkpatrick N1RBM, Sequoia Systems, Marlboro, Ma
> davidk@sequoia.com 
> 
>      
> 

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:52:11 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:41:57 -0600
Message-Id: <"Macintosh */PRMD=MOT/ADMD=MOT/C=US/"@MHS>
From: Scott_Johnson-AZAX60@email.sps.mot.com
Subject: RE>Re-  ARC-21 & ARC-65 (wa


        Reply to:   RE>Re:  ARC-21 & ARC-65 (was ART-13)
I have never heard of the -21 in C-130's, the A and B models originally had 
618s-1's, then 618T's, and now most have been retrofitted with the ARC-190 (all 
Collins), although I don't think there are any A or B models flying for the DOD 
anymore.  The B-47, early Buffs, KC-97, C-97, and KC-135's had the ARC-21, later 
modded to the ARC-65.  These were RCA units, and RCA also did the mods to make 
the 618s-1(ARC-38) into the 618S-1MC (sideband).  This was not to be confused 
with the ARC-38A, which was SSB from the ground up.  Incidently, I'm looking for 
an ARC-65 R/T.               73, Scott Johnson KC7BGE  (An ardent C-130 backer) 




From boatanchors@theporch.com  Fri Feb  3 01:55:37 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 23:13:24 -0600
Message-Id: <"Macintosh */PRMD=MOT/ADMD=MOT/C=US/"@MHS>
From: Scott_Johnson-AZAX60@email.sps.mot.com
Subject: RE>Re- Purism? Get Real!


        Reply to:   RE>Re: Purism? Get Real!
I've seen forty P-51's together at one time (Last year at the Phoenix 500)
and I know there are hundreds still flying.  The P-51 is probably not the best 
example to prove this point.  The B-29 is, however.  Fifi is the only flyable 
superfort in the world.

--------------------------------------

Now there are only 5 in the world still flying.
 


-- 
Roy --

Roy Morgan / Tech A-266 / NIST / Gaithersburg  MD 20899
(National Institute of Standards and Technology,  formerly NBS)
301-975-3254 Fax: 301-948-6213 Internet: morgan@speckle.ncsl.nist.gov
---



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 10:07:56 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 07:16:53 -0600
Message-Id: <m0ra1fZ-000uLGC@twisto.eng.hou.compaq.com>
From: Dave=Sharp%Legal%Corp=Hou@bangate.compaq.com
Subject: re: Re: Comments on Collecting


While we're still beating the 2 headed monster - Purism vs Use

For the record - The mods all users have made to their gear was for some 
reason or other. In keeping with the spirit of preserving history, we must 
also require that the modifications ARE ALSO HISTORY. I for one would not 
like to be 95 and have some youngin come up to me and say "Wow! Look at all 
those beautiful radios.. but just one question gramps: WHAT DID YOU GUYS 
ACTUALLY DO? If you guys were so creative, so inventive, then why are all the 
old radios factory new?

Communications is truly an art and history simply takes notes. Lets make sure 
we preserve the "art" of radio.

Dave


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:07:46 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 09:14:19 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021559.AA111375@csemail.cropsci.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@csemail
Subject: Re: Re: Comments on Collecting

> While we're still beating the 2 headed monster - Purism vs Use

Gee, I thought it was the 7-headed Hydra..... (:+}}.....

More discussionary thoughts, or is that food for same..... (:+}}.....

> For the record - The mods all users have made to their gear was for some 
> reason or other. 

True, but.....

About 1/4 of the mods I have seen in 25 years were worthwhile.  They
seem to have some sort of rational reasoning as to the whys and
wherefores of their existance, and maybe have some documentation
about them somewhere.

About 3/4 of the mods I have seen in the same time were trash,
poorly done by inept fingers, based upon fundamentally backwards or
lousy design, and not something I would consider remotely electronically
sound.  These seem often to be rush mods by someone in a hurry, and
probably the reason why the piece is outbound from its previous owner.

> In keeping with the spirit of preserving history, we must 
> also require that the modifications ARE ALSO HISTORY.

I will side with you that that is part of the lore and history.
But, one has to be very careful about the many ``well-intended but
utterly disastrous/trashy/bogus mods'' that are out there and carefully
sort out the good from the bad and the ugly..... (hollywood aside).

> I for one would not 
> like to be 95 and have some youngin come up to me and say "Wow! Look at all 
> those beautiful radios.. but just one question gramps: WHAT DID YOU GUYS 
> ACTUALLY DO? If you guys were so creative, so inventive, then why are all the 
> old radios factory new?

That is simple to reply to the young squirt as he sits on Elmer's knee.
It goes something like this.....

      .....``Well there son, thanks for the complement about the
      radios.  Most of them just set awhiles, these days, and at
      my age, I am just the temporary custodian of the wares, so
      to speak.  But, if you look over there, you can see what the
      radios looked like from the factory.  If you look over this
      way, you can see how the hams adapted and used some of the
      military radio equipment that was in abundance after the
      second great war.  The old military surplus stuff was a lot
      of fun to play with, was a good source of spare parts, and 
      often worked well, too.  If you look over there, you can see some
      of the types of things hams built in those days.  Let's take
      one of them factory style radios down and fire it up so you
      can hear how it was, or what it may have sounded like then.
      A national HRO-5 is a good example of what hams used for
      a factory piece back then.''

      [The old Elmer then takes the HRO-5 down from the bench and
      connects it up beside the KenYasIco SuperGeWhilliGiget-999.
      It plays nicely for the kid and the kid scratches his head
      a bit and wonders.....]

      .....``But how does this thing work?''

      [The kid points to an old dusty breadboard rig with a '10
       sticking up out of the middle and some funny copper tubing
       going all over it.....]

      .....``Oh, that is an early from of radio transmitter for
      Morse code.  That dates from the Depression years, when your
      Great Grandfather dabbled in radio.  Back then hams had to
      build their equipment, because there was not very much that
      could be had from factories --- the factories just did not
      exist much making radios for hams.  If you look carefully,
      you can see what is called a TUBE or a VACUUM TUBE or a
      VALVE as the Britishers are want to say.  Most of us back
      then called them FIREBOTTLES, because they glowed with a
      warm fire in their innards.  The copper tubing is wound
      into what are called COILS that tune the radio to where 
      the ham wanted to go.  Some of us sneaked off with Mom's
      extra breadboard when she was not looking to make the base
      out of.  As you might think, it was called a BREADBOARD
      rig.  Hams built them by the thousands back then.  They
      usually worked, OK, but were not the greatest things in
      radio by any stretch of the imagination.  But many a first
      try at ham radio was made with just such a rig.''

      [The old Elmer takes the rig down off the shelf, blows off
       the dust and sets it down near the HRO-5.  He then reaches
       under the table for a 12 volt car battery and a couple of
       12 volt ``gel-cells'' as the plate supply, and hooks it 
       up so the kid can hear it.....]

      .....``If you listen in on the speaker here, you can hear
      what this ancient bottleburner sounded like.  Hear that,
      that is Morse code.  Here, you tap on the key a bit and see
      what it sounds like.  Look here, and you can see that warm
      glow of the fires inside that little bottle of glass and
      wires.  Kinda neat, isn't it.....''

      [The kid now has that certain glow in his bright eyes that
      is a ringer for his having been stoked with those curious,
      and wonderful fires of amateur radio.  The old man brings
      a couple of books down off the shelf and an old key and
      buzzer on a board and starts the kid off..... on a long
      and mysteriously wonderfull run in ham radio.]

> 
> Communications is truly an art and history simply takes notes. Lets make sure 
> we preserve the "art" of radio.

Indeed.  The nuances, and details are being lost every day.  How many 
of us remember how to wind a choke coil, or make a glass plate capacitor?
How many of us remember how to properly tune a CW receiver (and maybe
even still pick up some SSB on same receiver, just fine, without going
GOOGOO over unnecessary product detectors.  I would dare say that few
of us still remember how to run things like Hartley oscillators or
how to properly bias the grid thereon, or even do something simple
with it like load it up into an antenna for real.  Continuing  the thread,
more  of us know  how to run the Johnson HORNED HOARDES from Vikingland.
But, even then, there are a lot about that really don't know about
things like proper impedance matching in the audio input, how to run
drive levels or modulation levels correctly, etc.  Yes, these types
of things are being lost and are the art and craft of radio.
The mods, though, unless well documented are so much unknown gibberish
that has to be fought with to make the bottleburner work down the road.
By the time a rig has come my way, many of the mods are totally forgotten
about, and I have spent hours poring over stage by stage figguring out
where all these extra wires, resistors, switches, capacitors, etc have
come from, or at best try to rationalize what the previous owner(s) were
trying to do.  Rarely are they properly done.  Most of the time they are
hacks, unfortunately, and as mods not worth much.  That is the game
we play at playing with the old boatanchors.  If we really wanna
mod ourselves to pieces, then start with a piece of paper and build
that Johnson Vikingland anew, from scratch!  Any good 49-60's era
handbook will have sufficient information to do just that.  It may take
a few months to scrounge/gather/buy/hamfest/trade etc., for the parts.
Again, unfortunately, most of us lack the time or are too lazy to
do that kind of building anymore.  I wish I had more time  for that
cuz it is downright high fun of the first water.

> Dave

Bob/NA4G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 04:00:11 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 01:16:55 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502020825.A5855-0100000@inet.uni-c.dk>
From: MEC <danmec@inet.uni-c.dk>
Subject: Re: RF-505A

I once had one, when it came out. I was selling RF Communications gear at 
the time.  I was not impressed !  Sensivity was awful, unles you had the 
pre-selector turned on.
73 Rag OZ8RO also LA5HE


On Wed, 1 Feb 1995, Jack Giehl wrote:

> Dear BA enthusiasts,
> 
> I just received the Tucker catalog.  The RF-505A caught my eye.
> Anyone have any experience with this receiver?  How does it
> stack up against an R-390A?  I realize that tuning the thing is a 
> pain in the a##, but their price is $495, and that is within my
> budget.
> 
> Thanks,
> 
> 73,
> ===============================================
> Jack, WB8BFS
> jackg@xetron.com     Loveland, Ohio (near Cincinnati)
> "Peak the grid, dip the plate, and keep the fire in the wire."
> ===============================================
> 

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 03:03:48 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 00:14:55 -0600
Message-Id: <950202062904_72227.1640_EHM29-2@CompuServe.COM>
From: "David L. Stinson" <72227.1640@compuserve.com>
Subject: Surplus and TVI

I remember lots of talk about TVI
from the 60's and so.  I think most
surplus boatanchors got a bum rap.

The TV front-ends from that era really stank,
and fundemental overload was not understood at
the time.  I've used ARC-5s off and on 
for years and never had TVI.  Same with an ART-13,
a TCS, an ARC-3 and loads of other old xmitrs.
I *did* have TVI with a DX-100B, though!

I think overloaded TV front-ends were 
the bad guys most of the time.
     73 DE AB5S/7
     Dave Stinson 
     Lost Wages, Nevada


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 04:19:05 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 01:30:18 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9502012337.A933-0100000@netcom3>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: Re: Surplus and TVI

Any kind of amateur gear, modern or ancient, will be accused of 
"creating" TVI.  Our local CATV system uses 2 meters as part of it's 
distribution system.  And it leaks.  I can put out a full gallon on top 
band through 10, and not bother a sole.  But let me put 100 mw on a 2 
meter handheld and I'll be in every TV in the neighborhood!

73

Paul WA6OKQ

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 10:43:22 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 07:27:17 -0600
Message-Id: <m0ra1pR-000uLJC@twisto.eng.hou.compaq.com>
From: Dave=Sharp%Legal%Corp=Hou@bangate.compaq.com
Subject: re: Surplus and TVI



I think there were a LOT of TV's of the 50's and 60's with different IF 
frequencies also. I remeber trying to fix a lot of TVI problems that turned 
out to be harmonics getting in the IF stages where the TV designers saw fit 
NOT to shield much of anything. Then came the compactrons....Lousy...lousy
dirty... no good... worthless stuff. Silvertone still brings up many BAD 
memories. How many folks out there collect COMPACTRONS or other series string 
tubes?


Dave
Houston, Tx


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 11:40:39 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 08:10:43 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.05.9502020928.A6022-a100000@booz.bah.com>
From: k1zat@bah.com
Subject: Re: Surplus and TVI

Paul

On Thu, 2 Feb 1995, paul Veltman wrote:
> Any kind of amateur gear, modern or ancient, will be accused of 
> "creating" TVI.  Our local CATV system uses 2 meters as part of it's 

They also have "carriers" at 220, 440, and 50 Mhz.  Cable 24 correlates
to 220 Mhz.

> distribution system.  And it leaks.  I can put out a full gallon on top 
> band through 10, and not bother a sole.  But let me put 100 mw on a 2 
> meter handheld and I'll be in every TV in the neighborhood!

Have you challenged the cable company about this?  They are mandated by an
FCC part (75 or 77 I think) to make sure they dont leak. Several of the
cable channels sit on Aeronautical distress frequencies (121.5 and 243.0
for instance).  They have to clean up the act or face heavy duty fines or
removal of their service. I know this for a fact as we (local hams and the
local law enforcement agencies) had a round with Jones Intercable when
they leaked.  The FCC gave them 30 days to clean it up. 

   jd



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 13:27:22 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 10:02:04 -0600
Message-Id: <9502021647.AA111575@csemail.cropsci.ncsu.edu>
From: rdkeys@csemail
Subject: Re: Surplus and TVI

> Then came the compactrons....Lousy...lousy
> dirty... no good... worthless stuff. Silvertone still brings up many BAD 
> memories. How many folks out there collect COMPACTRONS or other series string 
> tubes?
> Dave
> Houston, Tx

Well, there were several good construction articles in the ARRL handbook
and some of popular electronics of my novice days (late 60's early 70's)
that used things like 6T9s and the like quite effectively.  The HW-16
uses a compactron in its final stage for some ungodly reason.
 
That is about  all that was good about compactons that I remember.....

Bob/NA4G


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 21:15:31 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 18:11:06 -0600
Message-Id: <199502022355.RAA01769@uro.theporch.com>
From: "MELUCAS, MARC P." <MELUCAS@wsmc-mis.af.mil>
Subject: RE:  Surplus and TVI


Gang-

	Paul's post about his local CATV company using 2 meters in their
distrobution system, and about 100 mw from an HT getting to TV's through
a leaky cable system reminds me of an episode from my days in Rapid City, SD.
	The local CATV system in Rapid City used the 440 Mhz freqs in their
cable system.  It leaked as well.  Fortunately, no one around Rapid used
440, as we all stayed on 2 meters.  Except Al, W0*** (callsign obliterated
to protect the guilty) who monitored every thing with his well equipped 
shack full of BA's, just a few doors up the street from me.  (He had a BC-610
that would get into my phone, but that is another story)  Al, you see, had
retired very early in life due to some serious accident in has past that left
him quite physically impaired; he had invested the insurance money and was
supporting his wife and kids from the returns.  But that left him with a lot
of time on his hands.  And, he has a radio book library that would put MIT
to shame!  So he studied for many years.  He had a most impressive working
knowledge of radios and antenns, yet had never seen one day at college.
	Al got quite annoyed with the CATV company, since their cable system
was leaking right in the middle of a ham band.  So, he designed and built
a beam antenna for 440, mounts it on the roof with help from the rest of us,
pointing it right at the pole which held the offending cable connection.  (He
had previously determined the location of the leak with his DF stuff, and 
the leak was right in front of his house.)  Then, he called the cable company
many times over about a two week period, and they ignored him.  Al didn't
bother calling the local FCC office, or the regional ARRL coordinator, he just
took matters into his own hands.  You see, Al had designed that 440 beam to
provide quite a hefty forward ERP, which he coupled to a linear amplifier
that put out a full kw (yes folks, that's how well equipped he was; more
stuff in his garage than that as well), which was coupled to a 440 Mhz 
transmitter, and a loop cassett machine with just a simple "CQ, CQ, CQ this
is W0***, W0***, W0***" on the tape.  He set it up to run day and night.
	Two days went by, and a CATV truck pulled up to the pole early in the
morning.  Two technicians worked all day restringing some cable, and re-doing
conections on that pole and several others.  Al monitored with his receivers,
and yes, they had repaired the leak.  The truck drove away, the technicians
never having said anything to Al.  Al's wife and daughters said they noticed
an improvement in the picture quality on the TV.  We helped Al take down
that 440 beam the next day.
	Apparently, CATV systems are notorious for being leaky.  Those of us
that operate on 2 meters as well as 440 just need to remember who has primary
rights on the band, and try to solve such a problem with that in mind, albeit
politely.

				Marc, KB0JPQ


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 22:35:36 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 19:39:18 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950203124031.5535C-100000@eram.esi.com.au>
From: Dave Horsfall <dave@esi.com.au>
Subject: Re: Surplus and TVI

On Thu, 2 Feb 1995, paul Veltman wrote:

> Any kind of amateur gear, modern or ancient, will be accused of 
> "creating" TVI.

And as I discovered, you can be half-way around the world, with the home
station switched off, and still be accused of causing TVI...

-- 
Dave Horsfall (VK2KFU) | dave@esi.com.au | VK2KFU @ VK2AAB.NSW.AUS.OC | PGP 2.6
Opinions expressed are mine. | E7 FE 97 88 E5 02 3C AE  9C 8C 54 5B 9A D4 A0 CD


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Thu Feb  2 22:14:03 1995
Date: Thu, 2 Feb 1995 11:44:58 -0600
Message-Id: <Pine.3.05.9502021341.C10883-c100000@booz.bah.com>
From: k1zat@bah.com
Subject: Vanity call sign order 


Last thing I'm gonna "say" on Jack's boatanchor list
about this subject.  It's here.  Get ready Bobbi to
reclaim..


Subject: ARLB011 Vanity call sign order
Date: Wednesday, February 01, 1995 8:05PM

SB QST @ ARL $ARLB011
ARLB011 Vanity call sign order

ZCZC AG77
QST de W1AW
ARRL Bulletin 11  ARLB011
>From ARRL Headquarters
Newington CT  February 1, 1995
To all radio amateurs

SB QST ARL ARLB011
ARLB011 Vanity call sign order

''Vanity'' Call Sign Order Released

The FCC today released its Report and Order in PR Docket 93-305,
amending its rules to provide for a ''vanity'' call sign program.
The new rules are effective March 24.

Each new amateur station licensed by the FCC is assigned a unique
call sign through an automated process in accordance with the
sequential call sign system.  To accommodate requests for specific,
''vanity'' call signs, the Commission will use a series of four
''starting gates.''  Gate One will allow a previous holder of a call
sign to apply for that call sign or, where the holder is deceased, a
close relative could apply, even if he or she is not otherwise
eligible to hold the call sign.  Gate Two will allow Amateur Extra
Class licensees to apply.  Gate Three will allow Advanced Class
operators to apply; and Gate Four will open the system to any
licensee, including a club station license trustee applying for the
call sign of a deceased former holder.

The Commission will announce the opening of each gate by a Public
Notice.  The first gate will open as soon as the new application
form, FCC Form 610-V, is available and the Commission's licensing
facility is prepared to begin processing the applications.

The Commission said opening Gate One first to the small group of
eligible licensees will allow for validation of their procedures and
alert its staff to the need for adjustments.  The following gates
two through four will be opened sequentially ''at such times as it
is clear that the system is ready to accommodate more
applications.''

Applications will go to the Commission's contractor, Mellon Bank,
which will accept them in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.  They will be
processed ''in the order they are received at the processor's work
station.''

Applicants will be permitted to request call signs reflecting their
own or other call sign regions.

Except for a close relative applying for a deceased licensee's call
sign, or a club station trustee applying with the written consent of
a close relative of a deceased licensee, a vacated call sign will
not be assignable for a two-year waiting period.

For clubs, persons not already holding a club station license, as
trustee, must first apply for and receive a license before filing an
application for a vanity call sign.  FCC will begin accepting
applications for new club and military recreation station licenses
on the effective date, March 24.

The FCC set aside the one-by-one call sign block until the matter of
assignment of these calls could be addressed in a separate
proceeding.  The ARRL had requested allowance for assignment of
one-by-one call signs to special event stations of national
significance.

A 70 dollar fee (7 dollar annual fee, for a ten-year license term)
will have to be paid when requesting a new or renewed vanity call
sign.  The ARRL continues to work for legislation that will enable
the Commission to charge a one-time fee.

Copies of the Report and Order are available from League
Headquarters (SASE please).  Details to follow in QST.
NNNN
/EX




